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Sir: 
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£¥JQ Claim 9 

Claim 9 is directed to a server 100 for scheduling jobs and requesting execution of 
the jobs in a grid computing system (Page 5. lines 19-23). the server comprising: 
a processor 1 1 ( Page 5, Hoes 30-3 1 ): and 

a memory 13 operaWy connected io the processor 11. (Page 5, lines 31-32). and 
having encoded thereon instructions 110, 120 (Page 6, lines 13-19) executable by the 
processor 11 (Page 6, lines 20-22), comprising; 

an agent section 120 (Page 6, lines 13-15) which manages information about 
c ip u t> md i pei i ng stains of a computer constituting the grid computing system (Page 
7, lines l >~^ f clays conimun cat on with the computer < Page 6, line s^i 
lines 23-26) and x ton tra liasioi mc eception ecording to in act \ 
computer (Page 9, lines 22-33); and 

a scheduler section 110 (Page 6. lines 13-14) which assigns, on the basis of the 
information managed by the agent section, a job of the jobs to be executed by the 
compute! .' »v ' do< - 13-1 5). and requests the computer to which the job has been 
assigned io execute the job through the agent seciion(Pagc 9. lines 22-33 ). 

(V.G) Claim 10 

Claim 10 is directed to the server according to claim 9. wherein separate agent 
sections 120 arc rovided for each < c p ^ - 200 ^ - g the grid c 
system (Paste 10. lines 28-31), and the scheduler section 110 requests execution of the job 
through the agent section corresponding io the computer to which the job has been 
assigned (Page 6 lines 31 -32). 
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Aziz, and whether or not each of dependent claims 2, 4, 8, ! 0, and 1 5 are obvious over 
any combination ofKisor, Rashid, Akashi, and Aziz, independent of their respective 
parent claims. 
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manner selected to accommodate an access type of the process server" (sic), Office 
Action of March 28, 201 1 at Paragraph 4, lines 28-29). 

However, the Examiner concludes in error that Ous feature is disclosed by Rashid 
(Office Action of March 28. 201 1 at Paragraph 4, Hues 29-34 -Rashid teaches sends the 
job execution request to process server v a manner selected to accommodate an access 
type of the cess server" qu i H? Rashid Provides , 

paragraph 1 0034 j : 

i not ! c in p tsh 

operation step (303) or in poll operation step (307). the application 
vv t ^ep u \ lit mil 'o |v>ClCI <■ 

1 < s i X X ii <* i "i. s d O ! I I WlR <0 O * 

uvi m.o for hi-aancc x. xn o u*>. noned to .i text message <c \ 
I niform Resource Locator (I Ri }. If the notification is a text or 
text box message, the handler selected may for instance be a pop- 
up iO, oi v * ^p < ^ K he notification is a 
URi the notification handier selected may tor instance be a 
Microsoft Pocket internet E xplorer Browser. 

Rashid is directed to a rules-based notification system (R8N) on a client-server 
network. In Rashid, the .server does not send job requests, but rather notification 
•messages. Moreover, as plainly stated in Rashid at paragraph [0034], Rashid selects a 
notification handler (i.e., one of a variety of communication applications, such as a dialog 
box or browser), not a method for sending a job request, such as a push type or polling- 
type. ^ - ^ ^Uu. 1 v - >t - i< i < K i s^xioii 

message, not « tlx oi ocess serve o whk job equesi is being sent as in the 
present application. 

Vcco gl> he Examiner has failed to make a prima facie ease obviousness 
for the feature of sending a job request in a manner selected to accommodate an access 
type of the process server". 

£VH.O Rejection of Claim 12 un der 35 USC 103 over AkasjhJ and .Raghifl 
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0 H.l»> 'tj>j'-'Clu<!j :>M S . .uai Ijj.«»<K-<- ^5 { S< ' Kft.KM-.? kism\ Ka<,h«K and 

0;ena '1 8, am! 10 are ujh>\\;-ok because fe^ include f > ii,tu\ id u ncfeicr 
disclosed nor suggested by Kisor, 1^. : Akasbi. or auy other aacaaica either 
individually or in comMaado«, 
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{VII.D.1 ) "«/? of the plurality of process servers is provided with a separate agent 
section" 

Claims 1, 6, 9, and 13 are allowable, because they include the feature, "each of 
the plurality of process servers is provided with a separate agent section". As explained 
in the present application at page 10. lines 28-36, separate agent sections (in the center 
server 100 allow for easy configuration change when adding or removing a process 

m. Mt ve v f v ^e h OvC«> r-ve.ia p o.es-sesveis 
with diitcvui access tvpcs in the \irno grid computing network, Leeansc ca*d: agem 
acce sses Its eoiresp - >ces - se \ ei in the appropriate access type. 

1 he t \ oniner acknou ledges that Kisor ana Rashid do not disclose oi suggest this 
feature ("Kisor and Mohamed (sic, Rashid) do not explicitly teach plurality of process 
servers and each of the plurality of process servers is provided with a separate agent 
section the agent section (sic)" Office Action of March 28. 201 i at Paragraph 1 1 , lines 1 - 

3). 

i kvivever, the Examiner concludes in error that tins teat ore is disclosed by Akashi 
CAkashi teaches the system comprises a plurality of process servers and each of the 
pla lit) ofproc i vers is > v let vs 1 \ $a\ u < seetioi the s set i 
(sic) (Fig. 1 shows each computer i 10-1 to 110-mhas associated cluster scheduler). 

in M ishi as shown i Fig 1 cluster schedule? sprovi computer. 
Howeve at istei chedid.es ^< schedule! aid at it ag t it provide ied ling not 

{ v 1 i <. f t I 01 ^ 5 1 s > v. ^ 

server from die central server. 

Moreover, the cluster ^eUedif . i •> of Akashi are nro\ ided in tlx. paves ^ • s 
not in the central server as provided in the present application. See claim 1 : "the center 
server com i-s e> n section " In the pna-u vih ash ■«> ^ j>;h a agent 
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sections corresponding to each process server are provided in the centra) server, not in the 
process servers. 

/Vv<!Rku> s Uk i vuomu ' d j 5 a 1 > no! » «. n.nu Pen. eav. >• o^ionsn^ 
for the feature ''each of the plurality of process servers is provided with a separate agent 
section". 

jVlU d Rejection of Claims 4 and 3 5 mider 35 USC 1IB ever Kisor, Rashid, and 
AkasM 

Claims 2. 8, and 10 aa allowable because the) include ie rtures that are neither 
disclosed oe< - ~ J v * Kivu. RasbnL \I <oh ^ am o he? n_ etei ecv either 
individually or in combination. 

(VILE.!) ai least one agent section sends a first job execution request received from 
the scheduler section to the corresponding process server in response to polling access 
from the corresponding process server, and at least one second agent section sends a 
second job execution request received front the scheduler section to the corresponding 
process server in a push type scheduling scheme at timing managed by the second 
agent section 

Claims 4 and 15 are allowable, because they include the feature, at least one agent 
section sends a first job execution request received from the scheduler section to the 
( j ond •> e M\t n response >oi ing aces rora the corresp t ! * 
process server, and at least one second agent section sends a second job execution request 
•received from, the scheduler section to the corresponding process server in a push type 
scheduling scheme at timing managed by the second agent section. 

The Examiner concludes in error that because Kisor provides an agent section that 
sends a job request in response to polling access and Akashi provides an agent that sends 
a job execution request to the corresponding process server in a push type scheduling 
scheme, that the present feature is an < ?b\ ious modification or combination o! these 

au 1 k v - o son v4x \va ,o, saent sections 

communicating with corresponding process servers in two different methods, it is the 



13 



Application No, 10/599,063 



Appeal Brief 



accommodation of both methods in the same grid computing system that is novel, not one 
or the other, 

\ceo;dirmh 4 \ rmue h * faded 10 make a prima fecie case of obviousness 

h st _ v > V 0 1 5 }0 sVCimtOf r C !Oi lA 

the scheduler section to the corresponding process server in response to polling access 
from the corresponding process server, and at least one second agent section sends a 
second job execution request, received from the scheduler section to the corresponding 
process su >uom }j>c v x\ v. c , mcug tn sv.ged h\ <. -eci md agent 

section, 

o> , , v ivp CNCUed abo\e \- f . mt m -w h <euuesP, thai e Wo 
re^ erse ! < 1 tnc 1 io\ « 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Steven E. Bach 
Attorney for Applicants 
Reg. No. 46,530 
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process server, mid at least one second agent section sends a second job execution request 
received from the scheduler section to the corresponding process server in a push type 
scheduling scheme at timing managed by the second agent section. 

5. I he compact system act 05 dine to clam: id wherein at least *»mc off he process 
servers are co tecied to theet m r serv« iron i rewall md 

k agent son- corresponding > said process servers send the request received 
horn the scheduler section to the process servers connected through the ft re wall in 
response to poliitv accesses from the process servers. 

6. A server for scheduling jobs and requesting execution of the jobs in a grid 
computing system, the server comprising: 

a processor; and 

a memory operably connected to the processor, and having encoded thereon 
instructions executable by the processor, comprising; 

- m er sect or * rich 1 g of the jobs to he e xt euted to a computer 

constituting the grid computing system and requests the computer to execute the job; and 

jso^u' \v <> ! - 1 - < v ii-iiL' < .exe-the 

request for execution of the job by the scheduler section on behalf of the computer to 
which the job has been assigned, and provides a request lor execution of the job to the 
computer, in a manner selected to accommodate an access type of the computer. 

7. I c sv \c iccording to claim 0 odx ei te so section is pan ided i each o 
computers constituting he grid computing system and makes 'he request tor execution of 
the job by us txiividual cot cati< shed be twee 

section and a corresponding computer. 

8. The server according to claim 7. wherein, a separate agent section is provided tor 
each of the computers., the scheduler section issues at least at least one job execution 
request to eacl 01 ea.-t n * computers, ant n leas ft t one of the agent 
sections provides a request for execution of the corresponding job to a first one of the 
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t> mpm co u ! i n lcnvs fmmdic Sns m of the 

computers, and at least a second one of the agent sections provides a request for 
execution of the corresponding job to a second one of the computers in a push scheduling 
scheme at timing managed by the agent sections, 

9. A server for scheduling jobs and requesting execution of the jobs in a grid 
computing system, the server comprising: 

a processor; and 

i nenj s% < { \ to the p ocess; j a; ( h * ed thereon 

instructions exoeutat !e h> the processor, eonrp'" ^ 

an igen section which manages n brmation iboul capacity and operating status 
of a computer constituting the grid computing system, relays communication with the 
computer, and per forms transmission and reception according to an access type of the 
computer; and 

a scheduler section which assigns, on the basis of the information managed by the 
agent section, a job of the jobs to be executed by the computer, and requests the computer 
to which the job has he-- ; m h - 1. ; to execute the job through the agent .section. 

10. i'heser ccording to claim 9, wherein separate agent, sections are provided for 
each of < mstitutmg the grid < > c he scheduler section 
requests execution oi the job through the agent section corresponding to the computer to 
which the job has been assigned. 

IP he su er ! cording oc 5 9 where ? he ched set ton : s he job > 
the basis o '<. s on about the capacity he coi uier stored s be n euon 
and makes the request for execution of the job regardless of an access type of the 
computer to which the job has been assigned, and the agent section sends a request for 
execution of the job issued by the scheduler section to at least a first one of the computers 
in response to polling accesses from the computers, and sends a request for execution of 
the job issued by the scheduler section to at least a second one of the other computers in a 
push scheduling scheme at. timing managed by die agent section. 
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! 6. The computer program produc! according to claim 13, wherein the computer 
instructions for sending the request to the process server cause the computer to send the 
request received from a scheduler section to the process server connected to the computer 
i v>\v Ln t-rorsM to. s \ I lues, or he p'oeess server. 
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(jX|L Evidence appendix 

No extrinsic evidence is presented. 
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QQ. Related proceed ings appendix 

These are no related proceedings. 



